Reaction to Intervention
had actually crossed on his way the bearer to Count Buol at Vienna of the competitive document issued on his own responsibility by the English representative at the Porte.     Clarendon told his  ambassador that he  could   not   acquiesce  in  this  individual  attempt to   override  the   results  of the   Vienna  Conference and to undo the work of the British delegate, Lord John  Russell    Stratford  Canning  now changed his tactics  with  the Sultan and  urged  adhesion  to the Vienna   document.    The   Porte,   however,   well  acquainted with his private views on the subject, valued the personal more than the official opinion of the great Eltchi.     Turkey  avoided  refusing  the   Note  point-blank,   but  insisted  on  modifications  certain  to    be denied by Russia.    The  point of the changes next stipulated for by the Porte was such a definition of the Kutchuk-Kainardji  and   the  Adrianople treaties   as would have given the Sultan himself instead of the Czar the personal protectorate of his Christian subjects.     Russian diplomacy, directed by Menschikoff, aimed at assimilating the Czar's  tutelary right over Greek Christians throughout the Turkish Empire to that exercised by the Austrian emperor over Roman Catholics throughout Turkey in  Europe.    To Stratford Canning this demand seemed a dangerous and needless extension of the Czar's autocratic prerogatives. Hence the limitations on which the Porte now insisted. Meanwhile, in April 1854, a fresh diplomatic movement had been made.    The four Powers had agreed on a protocol declaring their intention to maintain the integrity of the  Turkish Empire as essential to the European equilibrium ; they would also secure the civil and religious liberty of the Sultan's Christian subjects.